National Museum of American History at the Smithsonian Institution on the twocenturies-long history and current realities of U.S. garment sweatshops. At least since the Enola Gay exhibit of 1995, it has been clear that historical museums (and especially the Smithsonian!) are terrains of fierce struggle of historical meaning. Todd analyzes how both the curators and the viewers of this exhibit have navigated this particular terrain.
The two reviews in this issue's "(Re)views" section are quite different from each other in subject and purpose, but both raise important questions about how we view our world. Joanna Waley-Cohen's "The New Qing History" references nine books published over the last six years to investigate several key issues of the current, intense historical debate over the character of Manchu rule in China in the centuries before the European intrusions of the mid-nineteenth century. Cautioning us that it can be problematic to "apply to China criteria forged on the basis of European experience," Waley-Cohen nonetheless teases out fascinating insights not only about Qing distinctiveness but also on the contingencies of non-Western modernities, as well as antecedents (such as the functioning of gendered, ethnically nuanced imperialisms) of Western modernity. By contrast, Kitty Krupat's "Writing the 'Labor Question' Back into History" reviews a single book. Nonetheless, Nelson Lichtenstein's State of the Union: A Century of American Labor addresses a topic of "epic" proportions -in Krupat's words, "twentieth-century trade unionism and its relationship to American democracy." Krupat draws on her own long experience in and study of the U.S. labor movement to reflect on the book's main themes.
Finally, this issue's "Teaching Radical History" section contains accounts of two courses: Elizabeth Reis's "Teaching Transgender History, Identity, and Politics" and Raymond B. Craib's "Peasants, Politics, and History: Teaching Agrarian History and Historiography." As "TRH" editor Ian Christopher Fletcher points out in his introduction to this section, while these two essays seem quite dissimilar, both carry on the RHR tradition of challenging us (and our students) to reconsider what we think we know about the subjects of these courses.
A final note: For a number of years now, RHR has alternated between themespecific issues -where the issue is organized around a particular theme or topicand nonthematic issues, where we publish an assortment of articles and pieces that have been submitted to us (like this issue). The RHR collective has decided to discontinue nonthematic issues and will, in the future, accept only submissions on specific themes, which will be announced through our calls for papers. Please see the "Special Notice to Potential Contributors" inside the back cover, or regularly consult our Web site at chnm.gmu.edu/rhr for details.
-Kavita Philip and Andor Skotnes
